120	NON-VIOLENCE  IN  PEACE  AND WAR
The foregoing questions may be answered in the light of
these axioms.
1.	If Abyssinia were non-violent, she would have no
arms, would want none.  She would make no appeal to
the League or any other power for armed intervention.
She would never give any cause for complaint. And Italy
would find nothing to conquer if Abyssinians would not
offer armed resistance, nor would they give co-operation
willing or forced. Italian occupation in that case would
mean that of the land without its people. That, however,
is not Italy's exact object.  She seeks submission of the
people of that beautiful land.
2.	If Englishmen were as a nation to   become non-
violent at heart, they would shed imperialism, they would
give up the use of arms. The moral force generated by
such an act of renunciation would stagger Italy into willing
surrender of her designs. England would then be a living
embodiment of the axioms I have laid down. The effect
of such conversion would mean the greatest miracle of all
ages. And yet if non-violence is not an idle dream, some
such thing has some day to come to pass somewhere. I
live in that faith.
3. The last question maybe answered thus. As I have
said, India as a nation is not non-violent in the full sense
of the term. Neither has she any capacity for offering
violence—not because she has no arms. Physical possession
of arms is the least necessity of the brave. Her non-violence
is that of the weak; she betrays her weakness in many of
her daily acts. She appears before the world today as a
decaying nation. I mean here not in the mere political
sense but essentially in the non-violent, moral sense. She
lacks the ability to offer physical resistance. She has no
consciousness of strength. She is conscious only of her
weakness. If she were otherwise, there would be no com-
munal problems, nor political. If she were non-violent
in the consciousness of her strength, Englishmen would
lose their role of distrustful conquerors. We may talk politi-
cally as we like and often legitimately blame the English
rulers. But if we, as Indians, could but for a moment visualize

